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Refund polidies and practices at universities and 
a-nd two-year colleges that are members of, the higher 
Panel of the) American Council on feducation ^lere surveyed, 
focus was cn f)plicies. regarding> freshmen^ students who terminate 
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were received from 5BG institution's, of 91 percent^ and the data from 
responding institutions were statistically, adiusted to represent the ^ 
population of "colleges and universities tKat enroll undergraduates- 
Respondents were asked to separately deta'ifl their refund policies for 
first-time full-tfipe '^reshjne^i.' student s*' enterina fall 1 978,, covering " 
jtuitioiv, mandatory fees, room, ahd board. The respon'dents listed, the 
amounts, pf these charges- and the percentaige refund that would be 
availii'bj.e for each: (1) after the' first .'day of .the term, (2) during 
the last day of the second week, and- {}) odurin^g the last week in' 
which refunds could.be obtained. ' Findlngs'-are "^presented, in 
statistical-stables. Appendices compare resppndents arid 'iionrespon Jen ts 
and describe the^'stratif icatiop tlesign foi? weightin^g; Tlie f'eliability 

timates ►.are* discuss.ed and 90 percent conl 
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. ^ HighligKt^ ^ . ^ 

. • / • > ^- . \ \ ' ' 

Refunds at the Average Institution " " 

• About *81 percent of .tuition is refunded if the st:i*dent withdraws immediately 
after classes begin. Tuition refunds ate. generally nbt available ^fter one-third 
of the tern) has passed. , \ ^ , • ^ . ^ ^ 

• Approximately 46 percent of mandatory fees are refundable iifter *the first day of 
the term. Refunds of* fees are available^ only iftto one-slxl^ of the. term, 

^Fift^-four percent of Voom charg^ and 83 pj^cent of board enlarges may be refunded 

» • -^l • if < 

if a student withdraws aftdr the first day pf the "tei^; 

• Room refunds are available until the term^is two-fifths -over, and board refunds 



y are available almost three-quarters into the term.' 

Policies and Procedures V ^ ^ • \ 



• As of winter 1979,^ tuition refunc^ policies had been^eviewed Xess than, (^e year 
ago at 37" percent of colleges and universities; at one^fifth of all institutions,^ 
reviews had been made five bi* mote years ago. , * « 

• Governing boards have the primary' responsibility for getting or reyising tuition / 



refupd policies at 53 percent of public* institutions. 



• In private institutions, 39 percent reported that these responsibilities y^fere held 
by tfie college president, and in 30 percent of the cases it w§s held by^the governing 
board.' • / • - ' ^ / 

• "At almost ^11 ihstituti^ons,' tuition refund policy is described in the^atalogue. ^ 
,In additioA * one- fourth of institutions make notification of refund policies priqij^* ^ 

* to registration; one-fourth give such notification -upon regist^^ation, » 
^ • T]ie averafee interval between applying for a refund and receiving it is 2.5 weeks. 

• Twg^^tTiirds of public institutions and three-fifths of private institutions have ^ * . 
5tablished procedures for appealing unfavorable refund decisions. 

• Of the first-time full-time freshmen enrolled in fall 19T8, about 8 percent at pub- 
lie institution^ and 3 percent al^^private institutions withdrew^ before the end of 
the term and were eligible for tuition refunds. ^ / 



' * f ^ ; Background 

. This s&rvey: provides information .about refund policies dt universities and fojir- 

and two-yea;r colleges. The focus is on^such poVicies regarding :freshmen students 

who teminate their studies before completj.ng their first 'term. Information wa,s gathered 

about the .operation of the refuDid systems: How refunded amounts^ change throughout the 

term; differences SbR^he amounts of refund fof tuition, mandatory fees, and room aiid 

board charges; how many :^reshmen were due or received reJk^ds during the 1978 fall term; 

how long it takes- to process the refunds; and whether unfavorable refund decisions could 

be appealed by the student^* Questions were -also asked about how refund policies are 

publicized, .i^o sets the policies, and how and \Aien these werp last reviewed* 

Data on refund policies are relatively scarce. Most infoimation gathered pre- 

viotisly has fceen drawn from examinations of refund policies as stated in college cata- ^ 

logues.^This survey should offer a broader, more definitivQ view of refund policies 

♦ " • ' * - 

than has been av^il,able to date. ^ ^ v 

A self- regulation initiative in the form of policy guidelines foV refund of student 
charges was recently deAi^loped by a committee of the National Association of College and 
University Business Officers. These guidelines were formally endorsed by fourteen 
national education associations and,' in\October 1979, were distributed among the nation *s 
colleges and universities. It should he i|oted that the data collection for thiTs HEP 
survey predated the dissemination of the guidelines for self-regulatio\i initiative. 

♦ 

' Methods Summary 

/% * ' / 

The Higher 'Education Panel i^ an ongoing survey research* program created in 1971 
by the American Council on Education to conduct specialized surveys on topics of cur- 
rent policy interest .to the higher education comnunity and to government agencies.. - 

r • , ' • ^ 

^ The panel is a stratified sample of 760 colleges and universities drawn from the 
more than 3,000 institutions listed/ in the National Center for Education Statistics' 
Education Directory ♦ All institutions, in this population are grouped by the variables 



constituting the PSneiie stratification de^i).^/ based prunaril y 30% type (iuiiyefsit> 

K ..^ ■' \ ^ ' 

four-year colleg;e) two-year j^liege) , control (public, private), and size (full-time^ 

equivalent enro Undent ) . For any given survey either the entire^ Panel or an appro- 

priate subset o£. inst^t\i'^,ions is used/ V . 

\The survey instrument (Appendix A) was mailed February 2, 1^79, to all Panel 

institutions except independent 'medical colleges. Later removed from the sample vere 

institutions with no. undergraduate students and institutions that in the fall of 1978 

charged less than $100 for in-state tuition and fees. Of the resulting' survey group of 

636 institutions, .usable responses wejre received from . 580, or 91 percent, after mail 

and telephone follow7up had been completed-. ' 4f • 

The data from responding institutions were statistically adjusted to represent 
the* population 'of colleges and universities that enroll undergraduates. Weights were^ 
computed, within each stratification cell,^by the ratio of the number of institutions 
'in the population to the nuihber of institutions ^that^responded'^QVthe survey i^tem. 
Weights. ^ere derived, separately to allow for t-he varying numbers of responses to eaCh 
questionnaire item. The resulting cell and item weights were applied to the res^i^rises 
of each institution^ and the weighted data were then aggregated into the broacf insti- 
tutional categories used in the ailalyses. All data represent independently computed 
population* estimates. Because, each data element was weighted separately, subtotals 
genefally approximate, but may not add exactly to, their corresponding totals." 

Appendix B compares respondents and nonrespondents and describes the stratifi- 
cation design for .weighting* Appendix C discusses the reliability of the survey esti- 
mates and presents 90 percent confidence limits. % 



^ Findings 



The survey respondents were apked to separately detail their refund ^po lie ies for/ 
first-time full-time freshmen students enterthg fall 197H covering tuition, ip^ndatory 



.9 



V 



fees, room,, and board. The respondents listed the amounts of these charges and 

# ■ * 

the percentage refund that would be available for each: ^ 1) arter the' first day of 
%he term, 2) ' durijig the last day of the second week^ and 3) during the last week 
in vrtiich rfefunds could be^tained. > ■ ^ 

Differences in Refund for Specific Charges . ^ q 

As expected, the proportion of ittoney refimded varies acpording to thp type 
of fee and the time of withJlSwal during the't^im. (See tables 1-3). ^ 

f Tuition . On average,* apout 81 ^ percent of tuition charges are refundable ^f 
the student withdraws immediately after classes begin. The average refund drops 
to 69 percent by the last day o£ the second week of classes and to 28 percent, during 
the i^t week .in whi^ch any refund is available. Typically, tuition refunds are npt 
available after one-third of jthe term has passed. 

T ^ • ' ■ ■ . ^ 

Mandatory Fees . -/Refunds of mandatory fees are more> restricted. On the average, 
less than half ^46 percent) of the amount of 'these fees is refundable after the first 
day of the term. After one-sixth of ^he term has passed, the average institution 
allows no refund of mandatory fees. In the week prior to- refund cutoff, the propor- 
tion of mandatory* fees that^is refundable is down to less than one-fifth of the 
initial charge. ^ - ' . ^ ^ -^-^^ 

Room;. Usually some proportion of the room charge iis refundable during the first 

• • . ' ' ■:(■ ' - ' / • • 

two- fifths of the. term, The mean percentage refumid declines from a high of 54' percent 
just aftQr the tem begins to 17 percent during the last week in which room refun4s .are*^ 
available. 

Board . Refunds of board charg^^s are' available well into the term-^ -until almost 
three -quarter § of the t^erm is over. The average percentage refund for" board ranges 
frc^ 83 percq/it at the very beg^nnii^ of the term to 12 percent during tbfe last week 



in^which a refund is available. 



1 *' ' 

Mandatory fees included matriculation fees in addition to other one- term charges. 
If room and board charges varied, respondents reported the predominant or average 
option. 



r. 
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Fig. 1., Average Percentage of Charges Refundable at Specific Times During the Term, Fall 1978 
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Composite findings about refunds* weightecj" 1!b represent all institutions w^^th ' 
undergraduate programs are summarized in figure 1. 



Variations in Tuition Refund, Policy 



* ■ ■ . / 

The avei^ages expressed in figure 1 macsk the wide variations in refund policy 

that occur aijiong institutions. For example^ during the last week in, which a refund 

" ' ' ' ' • ■ ■ ' • V 

is available, somQ .institutions refund more than three-fifths of the tuition charge , 

' ^ 

while otheys refund 20 percent or less of the original tuition amount (tables 4-12). 

The proportion of the term du^ring which a tuition refund. is available also varies. 

Aljout one-fourth of the institutiorfs^cut' off tu^tiyn refunds before 20 percent of 

the term has passed. At the other extreme, a few itist^tutions (5 percent) allow some 

tuition refund after as much as three- fifths of the term has passed (tables ^3-15). 

Figures 2 and ^3 summarize these variations for public, and private universities and four- 

and two-year colleges. ^ - ' ^ 

A more meariingful perspective of tuition refund policy is provided 6y examining the 

^ -^1 ' ■ ' . - . • •■ ■ ' ' ' 

link between th$ Ijevel of refund and the .point in the term at which tuition refunds are 

cut off. Table A 'below ^ummarizeS thi^re^latiortship separately for public and private 

institution^. , . . , 



Table_Aj^Mean 
Period 



an Percentage of Tuition, Refunded According to the Last- 
of thet Term When a Refund is Available, Fall 1978 



Public 



Period of the Term 



First fifth 
Second fifth 
Third fifth 
Fourth fifth- 
Last fifth " 



*Number of 
Institutions 

363 
641 
91 
4 

8 



Mean % 
' Refund 

• 59 
36 
24 
• 17 
11 



Private 



/Number Df 
Itisti tut lofts' 



349 
69 
30 



Mean % 
RefUhd 

' .53 

27 
18 
2.0. 



2 ' 

'Yhis figure was computed by dividing the last week during which a refund- is' 
available bf the number of. we^k^ in the fall/^tcnn. ' • * , \ 



4' ^' 



,1- 



4 *f 



Fi^j. 2. Pei'cantage Distribution of Initiation* Aocordlnji to the Proportion "of Tuition ^ 
Re|unflkl Durin9 W^K* Refund it /Available, Fall,1978 {; 



V-,-,;. 



Total 

Institultom 
/ 



' ^Institutions, * 
'Public- Private 



33% 2% 



Universities \|(^ 



Publi9 Private 





2% 2% 



4- Yeiir Colleges - ,2-Ybar Cblleges 

^ public ^ Private } ' Public Private 



• • a 




15% 




I 

I 



^v jjNo Tuition Refund 1-20% 



21-40% 



41 - 60% 



More Than 60% 



13 



i 



^ * Fig.. 3, Ptrcen^ge Di$tributioil of ln$titutfon>According to the Proportion of the Term 

• ' / • Durina Which a Tuition Refund i$ Available, fall 1978 • , ^ 

' AJniv'ersities - '\ ; • FoUr- Year Colteges ■/ * ^ Tvyo-Year Colfeges 



Public Privflt^ ^ 
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PubMc 



Private 




Less Than 20% 
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^2 4i-6o% 



I |61%or More 
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110WS tui^tion ^yBfunds onl^N 



* llie average (mean) public institutK)n that allows tui^tion ^y&funds onl^'during 
the initial one-fifth o'f Ihfe term refunds about 59 percent^ of tuition charges £o tjie ^ 
withdrawing Student, The percentage refund declined to *36 percent of tuition charges 

^* #• . • ' i • , . • 

during the second' fifth of the term. About 90*'p^rcerit of Wie public institutj-dnsjKio 




into the; fourth and'^- 




not provide refunds beyond thi^^oint (the second fifth) Qf the term;' 

Tilition refunds a^t private.* institutions tend ^to be allowed further into the term. 
About 28 percent fgrant some refund of tuition charges during ^ the middle one-fifth of., . 
the term and 8 percent provide refunds 'during the last two-fifths of the .ternr. As ' 
suggested by talkie A, however, these extended periods for obtaining refunds are offset 
by the' smaller proportions of the charges that are Refundable. 

Among the private institutions that* extend the refund per-a 

final fifths of the term, the average re^unA is about *15 percent^f tl^e tuition charges. 

\ . >• ^ ' 

In contrast, prival;^ institutions that restrict refunds to tHfe earlier periods of 

the term refund 53 perqertt of the tuition during the first fifth athd 27 percent during 

the second fif the term. Almost two of every threo-^private institutions limit 

tuition refunds to thesd .earlier periods of their terffis (S^ also tables L(>.) 

A 

Establishing Refund Policies ^ ^ ' / 

At most colleges and universities, the 'governing boards and/or presidents have the 

« 

primary responsibility for refund policies (tables 17-18). At more than two-fifths of 
the institutions, the governing 4)oards have primary responsibility; presidents assume 



this dutyat 29, percent of the institutions. At almost 10 percent of the institutions, 

this responsibiiity is shared by some combination of the , governing board, the president, 

and others. Figure 4 displays the^fferent ways this responsibility is assigned at the 

'universities and at. four- and two-year colleges within both the public and the privatQ 

« 

sectors. .. ' . * 

Among public institutions, the governing boards have prijnary responsibility for 
refund policy at approximately three- fifths of the universities mid fgyr-year colleges 
at half of the two-year colleges.. Presidents take (5n this primary role at fewer 



erJc 
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/ 



Fig. 4. Authority with Primary 1=lesponsibility for 
Tuitiort Refund Policyt Fall 1978 ) 
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,than oiij^- fifth of public institutipns. Among private institutions, however ./the re- 

verse is ^true. Presidents ^take on this Mlicy* function a4/ roughly, half ot the^uni- 
. ' ♦ ' ^ 1 ' / 

ver^ities, two-fiftlis of the foui^year and one- third of the two-year ^rollegcs; the 

• . If • 

governing boards have.this responsibility at a^&yt a fifth of the private universities 

'* . • . 
and at roughly. 30 percent of the four-* and tw^j^i^^e^ colleges, yfhe governing boards.. 

shaVe the responsibility -at private institutions wi\h 'the m^sident 'and^ others at 

roughly one- fifth of the universities and four-year eolLgfges ajid just under one-fifth 
of the two-year colleges. 
Review . Pr ocedures 

Overall, as of winter 1979, approximately two-fifths of the colleges and univer- 
siti^s reported that tuition refund policies were reviewed less than one year pre- 

i 

viously. An additional two-fifjths had such reviews frcHfn one to five years previously 
and the remainder (22 percent) had their refund policies reviewed ^i^e or more years ago. 
As shown in /figure -5, private institutions tend to have had more recent reviews of their 
refund policies than public institutions. 
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Institutions 



Private 
Institutions 



Fig. 5. Time of Most Recent Refund Policy Review 
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^\yho Reviews Refund Policies ' • . . 

At most institutions, governing -boards and presidents are the- predominant 

' ' ' ' \ ' ' ' 

particijjants in the reviews of refund pbiicies (60 md 69 percent, respectively). In 

rank order of frequency, other particip'rfits include administrative personnel (27 per- 
cent) , financial per soni(el (.21 perceht) , faculty (18 percent), state or local govern- 
?nts (10 percent) , students j^lO percent) , and accrediting boidies- (3 percent) . ^if - 
ices ^n participation at public and private institutions are summarized in table. B 
'belQv 




Table B': Participants in Refund Policy Review 


1 


Public 


• ' Private 




Institutions 


^ Institutions 

% 


Goveniing board* 


71 


50 


PreMdent 


62 


75 


Faculty 


18 


18 


Administrative 






personnel 


■ 19 


34 ' 


Financiaji personnel 


12 


29 


Students 


12 


8 


State or local 


* 21 




. governments * 


1 


Accrediting body 


•3 


. ' 2 



Comnjunicating Refund Policy - * - ' 

r 

The survey included two questions about how entering freshmen students and parents 
are informed of tuition refund policies and procedures: At almost all institutions, both 
public and private, tuition refund policy is described in the catalogue (table 19). In 
addition, more tl^an One-fourth of the institutions make notification of refund policies' 
prior to registration and one-fourth give such notification at* registration. Thirty- 
one percent of the institutions also reported that a "statement of refund , policy is 
available upon request. It should be noted, however, that very few institutions (less 
than 1 percent) limit their disclosure of refund policy only to those who s'f)ecifically 
5 request it without having some other. form of refund policy information also at hand. 



The catalogue is also the major means of providing information to students or* 
parents on procedures for obtaining tuition refunds. More than four-fifths, of the 
institutions use the catalog^ie^^for this purpose. In addition ^pne-fifjm of 'the insti- 
tutions provide this information prior to registration, one-fifth at registration, 
an(i half at the time of withdrawal. Two percent, report that information about' refund ^ 
procedures is ayailable only upon request. Differences in the use of .these means 
communicating tuition i^fund pinlicies* and procedures are presented for public and pri- 
vate universities and four-year and two-year colleges i^ table 20. ^ * 
Freshman Withdrawals * i. 

For the final area of inquiry, respondents were asked to report: (1) how many 
full -time* freshmen withdrew early enough in the term*to be eligible for a tu?,tion refund, 
(2) how^ long it usually takes to receive a reftind after applying for one, and (3) whe- 
ther there is an established prccedur^ for appealing, unfavorable refund decisions. . 

Of the 1,624,000 full-time freshmen enrolled in fall 1978, about 6 percent with- | 

drew before the end of the term and were eligible to r-eceive some refund of tuition 
< 

charges <table 21). The percentage of eligible withdrawing freshmen was higher at public 
than at private institutions (8 percent vs; 3 percent). In both the public and private 
sectors, the two-year colleges reported above-average rates of early withdrawal among 
'freshmen. This hrgher withdrawal rate was particularly eA^dent; at public two-year col- • 
leges, where 11 percent, of the freshmen withdrew early enough in the term to receive 

- A . 

some refund of tuition charges. 

At the average institution, there was a two -and -one -half week interval between the 
time a student applied for and received a refund* This interval was somewhat longer at 
public than at private institutions (3.2 weeks and 1^8 weeks^ respectively). 

^Overall, 64/percent of the insti-tutions covered in the survey havfj ap established 
procedure f®r appealing unfavorable refund decisions. Appeal procedures were reported 
most frequently by public universities"^ (74 percent) andi least frequently -by private four- 
year colleges (^S8 percent) . • - 
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Basic Report Tables 



Table .1 

¥ * 



> 



Mean Institutional Refund Policies for First-Time Full-Time Freshmen, FalV19'78, 

by Institutional Control ^ > . . 



Item 



Number of 
Institutions 
s ^ with 
Charge 



' Percferitagei Percentage 

1978 Percentage . Refund Duning Refund During 

Fall Refund After Last Day of Last Week 

Term First Day Second Week Refund^ is 

Charge of Term of Classes Available 



* Percentage 
into Term 
Refund is 
Available * 



ALL INSTITUTIONS 



Tuition . 
Mandatory Fees 
Roont 
Board 
Tuition § Fees 

4 

^ Room Board 



2,346 


$ 718 


30.6' 


68.9 


27.5 


•31 


,*2,029 

• 


66 


45.6 


35.6 


18 .'9 


14 


1,608 


319 


54.4 


. . 44.1 


17... 0/* 


39 


1,455 


399 ' 


82.9 


73-.'2 . 


11': 8 


/ 72 


151 


1,268 


73.2 


59.4. 


18.0 


' ^ 29 


. 171 ' 


705 


79.5 


70.1 


10;9 


76 



/. _ _ _Py?y C INSTITUTIONS 



Tuition 

, - .« 

Mandatory Fees 
Roofli, ^ 
Board 

Tuition § Fees 
^ Room S Board 



1,107 
943 
478 
438 
25 
85 



54 
286' 
342 
204 
649 



81.5 
51.9 
68.1 



85.0 



81.4 
"■81.0 

— 



63.0 
42.0 
59.1 
76.1 
63.3 
69.7 



-V- 



40.8 
26.0 

« 

16.8 
11.8 

35.3 , ' 
.lOra* J> 



26 \ 

12 

52 

75 

31 

77 \ 



PRIVATE INSTITUTIONS 



' 4 



Tuition » 
Mandatory Fees 
Room 
Bparcl 
. Tuition % Fees 
J. Room 5 Board 
3 



1,239 
1,086 
1,130 
1,017 
^ 126 
^6. 




^9f9 4. 

•61. '4 
5j8.3 

>a-.3 



70-.5 



25.3 
14.3 
i7..0 ' 
11.9 
17.5 , 

.1>:6 



*0b,3idrined by dividing last week refund is av^labjlje by length of fall term._ 



'36' 
' 15 
33 
70 
28 



75 



/ 



ERIC\ 



20 



. Table 2 



'Mean Institutional Refund Policies for First-Time Fyll-Tiirfe Pre^j^en, I^all 1978: 

. • Public Institutions 



Item 



Number of 
Institutidons 
withw* 
• Charge 



" 'Percentage Percentage . - 

1978 . Parentage Reftmd' IXiring Refund During Percentage 

.Fall- Refund After, Last Day of Last Week into Tern 

Term First Day Second Week ., Refund is Refund is 

Chaijge • of Term of Classes Available ' -Available* 



PUBLIC UNIVERSITIES ' 



> 1 



•Tuition. 
MsCidatory Fees 
Room ' ' 
Board, 

Tuition 5 Fees 

iRocwn § Board • 
✓ - 

Tuition ' 



91 
84 
77 

h 

5 

26 



if' T r» 1 

$301 
112 
^337 


"88.5 
75.2 
73.7 


, 68.0 
65.2 


, 45.1 ' 

34.1 
• 13.0 


' * 31 
26 
58 


368 


87.5 


76.8 ,. 


8.6 

3^.5 . 
11.2 - 


79 


298 


85.8 


'67.M 


' "30. 


738 


75.7 - 


J 61.8 


62 


$^1 


PUBLIC FOUR- YEAR COLLEGES. 
83.5 64^.7 


39.4 


28 


83 


66.1 


53.8 


32.9 


' 19 


314' 


66.5' 


^56.0 


21.0 : 


48- 


.339 


• 84.4 • 


° 75.1 


14.3 


72 


195 


79.7 


62.0 ■ 


40.4 


31 


708- 


86.9 


75.8 


13.6 


•82 



Mandatory F<^s ^ 
Room ^ f 
Board 



Tuition § Fees 
Room ^ Board 



t 

Tuition 




$177 


PUBLIC TWO-YEAR COLLEGES 
78.8 60.^0 


40.7 


24 


•j- 


Mandatory Fees 


612 


33 


25.9 


< , 17.3 


14^7 


7 




Room 


150 


207^ 


• 67.7 


62.8 


7.9 


56 




Board ♦ 


133 


334 


" 84^ 


77.5 


8.5 ' 


79 




Tuition § Fees 


5 


144 


80.0 ' 


60.0 


20!0 


33 




Room ^ Board 


' 29 


495 


78.2 


70.2 


2.7 


86 


- \ 



*Obtained by dividing last week refund is:- available by length of fall term. 
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Table 3 



Mean Institutional Refund Pblicies for Firsfr-Time ^tull-Time Freshmen, Fall 1978: 

Private Institutions 





•Number ' of 




• * 

Percentage 


Percentage 


Percentage ■ 






1978' 


Refund During 


XxCXUXiU lAiX JLiiJ^ 






Institutipns 


Fall 


' Refund After 


Last, Day of 


L^st^^Week 


into Term , . 




' ' vdth \ - 


Term 


First Day 


Second Week: 


' Refund is 


ftuJfund is 


^ Item 


1 Charge 


Charge 


• of ^Term 


of Classes , 


•^Available 


Available.* ^ • . 


. ^ ' \ 






PRIVATE UNIVERSITIES 


* •r- 


- 


Tuition 


. ^ 60 


.$1,895 


85.9 


73.5 * 


32,5 ^ ■ 


35 


Mandatory Fees 


47 


...89 


53.3- 


38.4 


28,2 , 


16 ' 




i 










i 


Rofm 


52 


512 


58.2 


'44.0 


ia.5 


39 


Board 


50 . 


<'|91 


86.8 


75.7 


/ 10.1 


80 


Tuition 5 Fees 


5 


1,706 


90.9 . 


75.4 


28.3 


38 




• 










Room 5 Board 


11 


,903 


*.. 92.^7 


81.7 


18.9 


64 






PRIVATE FOUR- YEAR COLLEGES 






Tuition 


^ , 969 


$1,219 


80.2 


70.6 


25.4 


34 


Nfendatory Fees 


871 


75 


37.^ 


28.3 


13\7 


13 


Room 


896 


333 


47.6. 


36.9 


17.5 


32 


Board 


813 . 


433 


80.9 


71.8 


11.6 


71 


Tuition § Fees 


93 


1,653 


' 68.9 


54*. 7 


16.4 • 


25 


Room 5 Board 


6i 


665 


76.2 


o 69.0 


13.6 


72 








PRIVATE TWO-YEAR COLLEGES 






Tuition _ 


210- 


$ 853 


.78.8 


63.2 


20.4 


46 


Mandatoiy Fees 


168 


80 


5S.8 


44.8 


*L2.5 

• 


24 


Room 


182 


281 


53.6 


43.7 


13.3 


36 


Board- 


154 


356 


88.7 


73.3 


14.9 


• 63 


Tuition § Fees 


28 


960 


90.6 


80.0 


20.0 


36 • 


Room § Board 


** 




— , /L 









*Obtained by dividing last week refund is available by length of fall term-t 
**Level of response too low for detail to be shown. 
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Table 4 



Percentage Distribution •of Institutions According to tlie Petcentagee R#f iind Allowed 
(A) After the First Day of the Term and (B) During the Last Week a Refund is Available, 

- by Type of. Charge ; ^ ' ./ r f ' 

All Institutions . ' . * 



» = 

Percentag& 
Refund^ 


Tuitid.n ' 
.(N=2,S46> 


Mandatpry 
^ees 
' •(r^=2,029) * 


Room 
,(N=1,&08) 


' Board 
CN=1,455) 


Tuition 
5 Fees 
(N=15i) ' 


- 

. 'iioom ^wBoard 

(N=171)'. 

* r 






. " AFTER Tfk FIRST DAY 




* 


0 


• 2.9 


58.0 


31.5 ^ 


X 6.2 


15.9 


5.3 


1-26) ^ 


0 


-.1 


0 


' 0 


-0 


0 


21-40 


.6 


.1 


.9 • 


.5 


0 


0 ' 


.41-60 


4.6 


2.8 


6.2 


' "3.0 


0 




^ 61-80 
81-100 


' 47.7 


15.8 


20.3 


14.3 


57.6 


40.9 


. 44.2 


23.3 


41.2 


76.0 


26.5 


49.7 


Total 


100.0 


■ 100.0 


100.0 . 


100.0 


100.0 


. 100.0 ^ 



V 




.DU^NG THE LAST WEEK 



S 



. 0 ^ 


2.9 


'1-20 . 


40. S' 


21^-40 


24.8 


41-60 


19. -7- 


61-80 


• 7.1 


81-100 


5.2 


Total 


100.0 



32^0 
■42, 1> 
9.8, 

-9a 

.3!l 
3.9 



6.2^^ 

4.3 
1.''6 
.1 ' 



100.0 \^ 100.0 



15^9 
69.5 
2.6 

li.a. 

. r 

0 

100.0 



5.3 
70.8 
19.3 

3.5 

.6 
100.0 



; . . . Table 5 4 

\ t^ercentage Distribution of Institutions According to the ^centage Refund' Allowed 
(A) After the First Day of the Term an4 (B) During the^asf^ek a Refyind is Available, 

by Type of Charge: 

• • • Pul^ic Institutions ^ 







^^andatory 






Tuition 




Percentage 


^ Tuition J 


Fees 


^ Room 


Board 


5 Pfees 


Room q Board 


KcXUIlU 




{DJ=943) \ ^ 


(N=478) ' 


tN=438) 


(N=25) 
. , — «— 








' ^AFTERJiHE' FIRST DA^ 






0 


2.0 


56:4 


22.6 


7.3 • 


4.0 




^1-20 


0 


. .1 


' 0 , 


0 , . 


n 




21-40 


0 


.1 




0 


n ' 




41-60 


6.5 


" • ■ 2.6 . 


4.8 


' ^.3 


n 
U 




61-80 


53.8 


18.0 . . 


24.7 


14.6 ; 






Q1 1 on 




22.8 


47.9 


75.8 


60.0 


75.3 




106.0 1 


100.0- 


100.0 ' 


100.0 


■ 100.0 


100.0 


♦ 




/ DURING THE LAST WEEK 








2.0»- / 


56.4 


22.8 - 


7.3 


■ 4.0 


7.1 


1-20 


23.8 


8.8 


55.0 


80.1 


28.0 


7.7.6 


/ 21-40 


24.5 


11.2 . 


9.4 


6.8 


1^ 


10.6 ■ 


41-60 


"33.0 


12.5 


10.0 


' 3.2 


56.0 


' 3.5 


• 61-80 


10.7 


3.6 




2.3 


0 




81-100 


6.2 


7.4 . 


1.1 


.2 


0 


1.2 J 
> 


Total 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 , 


100.0 '. 



T 
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\ ^ ■ - ■ '^'^ . .™e6 

\5gjc^^taga Distribution of Institutions According to. the Percentiage Refund Allowed 
(A)After the Fitst Day of the Term and (B) During the Last Wgiek-a Refund, is Available, 

* by^2)T)e of charge: * / / ; ^ 

. Private* InstitutiAns> / • . , ^ 



Percentage Tuition 
'..'Refund CN=1'.239X 


Mandatory 

Fees 
(N=i;086) 


.(N=1,R0) > 


• 

'Board -< 
(N=l,017)' 


Tuition 
■5 Fees-' 
•':(N^i26) • 


Roo^ § Boai'd 

' ^N=86)^ V • 






^' , AFTER THE FIRST' 










3.6 


.5.9 .'3 ' 


^35. 


5.8/ 


~ ~.r8r2~ ~ 


5.5 ■ 


1-20 * 


0 


"0 




* 0 


' • , 0 


-» 0 ■ • - 


21-40 


1 1 
1.1 • 


- 0 


■ 1.'2 


.7- 


0 


0 


41-60 


.<3.1 


3'.1 


. .6.7 


6.3 




0 - 


61-80 

1 


42.4 


13.9 . 


18.5 


1.4.2, 


61.9 ■ 


• 72.1 


81-100 


49.8 


23.7 . 


38.3 


76:0 


19.8^ 


24.4 • . 


Total 


160.0 


• 100.0 


100.0 .V 


100.0 ' 


100.0 . 


100.0 








-i - 








« 




DURING <THE LAST IVEEK - 




t 


0 


3.6 . 


59.'3 


35.8 


• 5.8 


18.2 


. • 3.5-^ 


1-20 


55.4 


24.2 


36. 6 

^ 


76.6 ^ 


•77.8 


64.0 


21-40 


25.0 


4.5 


9.9 


11.. 6 




27.9 


41-60 


7.8 


6.4 




4.7 ' . 


3.2 


. 3.5 ^ 


61-80 


3.9 


2.0 ^ 




1,3 


0 ' 


1.2 


81-100 


4.3 


^ .3.5 * 


5.1 


. 0 


■ ■■^>VilV;■ 


0 


Total 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 ' ^ 


160.0 


» • 100. o» ■ 


106 .K) 



/ 



X. 



Table 7 



. * Percentage Distribution, of Institutions According to the Percentage ReiFurid AMowfed • 
(Ar After the First Day o**the .T/&rm and (B) During the.La§t Week -a Refund is Available, 



by Type of Charge: 
"Public: Universities , \ 



Mandatory ^ . ^7 ' ^Tuxti^v ' ^ 

Percentage Tuition Fees Room • Board ' ^ Fees Room ^ Board 

.Rgfund • (N=9;) . (K=84) . (N=77) , (t»=75) - (N°&) . . (N=26) ' ^ 

_ _ _ , J^J^J^J1F^J^_ _ ^ _ _ _ _ _ ' I _ _ _ _ 

• 0" , ^'-"^0 ^ IzT ■ 15.6 V ,-^.5 d: .."'19.2; 



It20 V r. . 0 1.2 ' 0- ^'Q 

■ • - • " ■■ ■ : ■ ■ « 



.0 . 0 

^ 'IIHO ■ . 0 0 0 V , n ■ 0 



J 

41-60 2.2 ,3.^ 5.2 v,Mitk 0 0 

61-80 41.8 40.5 23.4' 15.1 -60.0 23.1 



81-100 56.0 32.2 ^ 55.8 * 78,1 ' ^O.p ' , 

Topil 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0. ' 100.0 



. ^ DUraNGJTffi_,LAST WEEK_ J _ _ 

.0. ^ ^ '^^'^ ^^'"^ ^ ^ ^ ' 

1-20 23..i_ 21.4^ 68.8.. 89.0 " 4,0.0 6S.4 

21-40 36.3- 25.0 ' 5*2 • ■ 2.7 \' 2d'.0 ' ' 7.7 

41-60 26.4 20.2 5.2 .0 40.0 3.8 

61-80 'l^li 4.8 ' • 1.3 1.4 0 . 0 

81-100 li.O . 6.0 . ' 2.6 1.4 ^ 0 , . 3.8 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 " 100.0 





TaBle 8 



Percentage Distribution .of Institutions 'Acdb«ding to the Percentage R^und Allowed » 
(A) After the First Day of the Teim and (B) During the Last Week a Refund is Available, 
.• . ■ •' , bylfype of Charges. 



■ Private Universities 



Percentage 
Refund-—— 


^tuition 
-/ (N=60) 


Mandatory 
Fees , ' 
. (N=47) 


' -Room^ 

..(N=.52) ' 


Board 
(N=50) 


(N=5) * 


jRom § Board 
^ (N=ll) 


■ 1-20 


• ^''^ 


y AFTER THE FIRST DAY- 
^3.2 30.8 - 6te 


^ 

• 0 

\ 




0 


0 


0. 


0 


V 

0 


0". 


41-60V^ 


• ' 0 
.. 3.3 


0. 
2.1 


0 

. 7.7 


0 

2.0 


0 ■ V 


0 • 

0 : ' 


61-80 


28:3 


8. '5. " V 


26. 9 


16.0. 


20.0 . 


. 94 


,81-100 


66.7 ' 


36.2 • 


' 34.6, 


76.0 


'80.0' 


90.9 ' 


Total- 


, 100. Q - 


100.0 


100.0 


■ 100.0 


100.0 


-«vl00.0 






DURING THE LAST WEEK 






0 

1-20 / 


• .1.7 
^4i.7- 


53.2 
10.6 


46\2 


6.0 
82. b 


0 

60.0 


0 

81.« 


21-40 


' 30.0 


10.6 


.7.7 


10^0 • 


20.0 


♦ ' 9.1 


41-^0 


. 15.0 


10.6 


S.8 \ 


2.0 


20.0 . 
. 0« 




'61-80 


5.0 


2.1 . 


5.8 


0 


■ 9.1 


81-100^ 


' . 6.7 


12,8 


. 3.8 


0 


'.0 


■e 


— Total 


, lOiD.O 


100.0 


• ;loo^.o 


100.0 


100.0 " 


loo.'o 



Table 9 



4 



Percentage Distribution of lnstitutioi;is According to the Percentage Refund Allowe^ 
(A) After the First Day of the Teim and'XB) Dur.ing theyL^st Week a Refund is Avai^lable, 
• ' ' ^ by Type of Charge: - • 

Public Fcxir-Year Colleges 



^•p^centage, 
/ Refund . 


Tuition 
(N=284) 


Mandatory ■ 

Fees 
(Nf247) 


Room- 
(N=^51) 


, Board 
(N-232) 


Tuition 
5 Fees 
,(N=15J 


Room % *Board 

(.N=5dJ 


• 




AFTER THE FIRST DAY 






0 


r.8 


' 32.4 ^ 


21.9 


6.9 


. 6,7 . 


, 3.3 






0. 


0 ' 


0 . - • 


0 


0 


21-40 * 


0 


' A 


. 0 


P ■ • 


0 


■r 0 


41-60. 


3.2 


1.6 


7.6 


3.9 . 


■ 0 


6.7 


^ 61-80 


^ 51.1 


29.2 


23.5 


15.5 


6.7 


6.7. 


81-100 


44^0 


36.4, 


47.0 


73.7 


86. 7 




Total . 


100 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100'. 0 


^ .100.0 






DURING THE LAST WEEK 




o 


0 


».8 


32.4 


21.9 ' 


6.9 


6.7 


3.3 


1-20, 


23.2 


15.0 


45.0 


71.1 


0 


66^.7 


21-40 


39.1 


25.9 ' 


11.6 


12.1 


13.3 


23.3, 


41-60 


'27.1 


14.2 


■ 17^5 


6i.O 


80.0. . 


^' 6.7 


• 61-80 


4.9 


5.7 


« 2.8 


3.9 ■ 


0 


0 

t 


81-100 


3.*9 


6.9 


1.2 


0 


0 


0 


Total 


100.0 " V 


100.0- 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 








/ 


-^^^ 77^ ^ 




• 

» 



ERIC 
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8 



Table 10 ■ . . 

« * 

• • ■ » 

Percentage Distribution of Institutions According to the Percentage Refund Allowed ' 
(A) After the First Day of th^'-Term and (B) During the Last Week a Refund is Available, 

b/ Jype of Charge: \/^ 

Private Four-Year Colleges 



Mandatory 



Tuition 



Percentage 
Refund 


Tuition 


Fees * 
, ^(N=871) 


. ROCM 

(N-896) 


Board 
■(N=813> 


q Fees 
CN=^3) 


Room q Board 
rN==61) 






2 AFTER THE FIRST DAY 




\ • 


u 




63.0 


36.4 


6.9 


24 7 


• 




n 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 




n 

^ u 


0 


1.6 


.9 


. 0 


0 


H J. OU 


7 


3.8 


• 8.0 


■4..I 


0 


0 


61-80 ' 


' 40.9 


8.8 


15.5 


. 9.8 


. 67.7 


77.1 


81-100 


bu.y 

V 


. ?4.3 


58.5 


78.4 


7 c: 


ISO 


Total 


100.0 


100.0 , 


100.0 


IJOQ.O . 


100.0 


100.0 < 






DURING THE LAST WEEK 






Q ^ 


♦ 4.5 


^63.0 


37.2 


6.9 


24.7 


4.9 




'56.8 


21.6 


34.2 


75.3 


72.1. 


52.5 




.22.9 


5.0 


8.9 


12.2 


0 


37.7 * 


. " 41-60 - 

• 


'9.0 


5.9 


9.2 


4.1 


3.2 


.4.9 


61-80 


1.7 


..8 


4.4 


1.6- 


0 


0 


81-100 


5.1 


3.7 


%2 


0 • 


0 


0 


Total / 


100.0 


10Q..0 ' 


100.0 


109^.^0 . 


J00;.0 


100.0 

f 












0 





I. 



.V 



Table 11 ' ^ 

Percentage Distribut:ion oi/ Institutions According to the Percentage Refund Allowed 

(A) After the First Day of the Term and (B) During the Last Week a Refund is Available, 

by Type of Charge: 

• * "Public Two-Year Colleges 



.Percentage 
Refund 


Tuition 
' (N=752) 


Mandatory 
Fees 
(N=612) 


^Rdbm 
(N=150) 


Board 
(N=133) 


Tuition 
§ Fees 
(N=5) 


Room % Board 
(N=29) 


0 


; 2.3 


- AFTER THE FIRST DAY 
. 70.8 27.3 9.0* 


0 


0 


1-20 


0 


0 ■ 


r 0 


0 


0. 


0 


21-40 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


. -^0 


41-60 


8.1 


2.8 


0 . 


0 


0^ 


17.2 


61-80 


56.3 


10.5 


A 27.3 


12.8 


' 100.0 


0 


81-100 


33.3 


16.0 


45.3 ■ 


78.2 


0 


82.8 , ^ 


Total 


'lOO.O 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 






DURING THE LAST iVEEK 






0 


2.3 


, 70.8 


27 .'3 , 


5.0 


■ 0 


0 


1-20 


24.0 


4.6 


64.7 


91.0 


100.'^ 


100.0 


21-40 


17.4 


3.4 


8.0 


0 




0 


. 41-60 


36.1 


10.8 


• 0 


0 


0 


0 


' ^ 6**^80 


13.8 


2.6 


0 




*0 


■ ^p 


81rl00 


' . •, 6.4 


7.8 


0 


0 


0 


0 


' Total 


100. 0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.. I) 








> 




n 

s 


' -N 

1 






✓ 


•X 




K 








Ik 








Ik 


I' 

1 


r 




1 


41 


• 

• 
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Table 12 



g.' 

Percentage Distribution of Institutions According to the Percentage Refund Allowed 
(A) After the*lPirst Day pf the Term and (B) During the Last Week a Refund is Available, 

by Type of Charge: 

Private Two-Year Colleges 



Percentage 
Refund 


Tuition. 
(N=210) ' 


^^andatory 
Fees 
(N=168) 


Room 
(:N=182) 


> 

Board, 
(:N=154)* 


Tuition 
^ Fees 
(N=28) 


Room ^ Board 


■ 


• 


AFTER THE FIRST DAY ' 


• 




0 


0 


- 41.7 


30.8 


* 0 


' 0 




1-20 , 


SO 


.0 • 


0 


0 


0 . 




21-40 : 


6.7 


a 


• 0 


0. 


w-O . 




41-6i) 


0 . 


0- 


0 


0 


1 0 




61-80 


53.3 


41", 7 


30.8 


36.4 


50.0 




81-100 


40.0,. 


16.7 • 


38.5 


63.6 . 


50.0 • 




Total 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


10*0.0 








DURING im LAST WEEK 






0 


0 


41.7 


30.8 


0 


0 




1-20 


53.3 


41.7 


46.2 


81.8 


100.0 




21-40 


33.3 


0 


15.4 


9.1 


0 


. Y ' 


41-60 


0 


8.3 


7.7 


9j1 


' 0 


61-80 


13.3 


8.3 


s ° ' 


0 


0 




81-100 


0 


0 


T 


0 


0 




Total 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


* 100.0 


100.0 





Level of response too low for detail to be shown. 



^ 
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Table 13 



Percentage Distribution of Institutions by the Percentage into the Term That a ' 
^ Refund is Available and the Type of Charge, by Institutional Control 



Percentage into 

the Term* Tuition 


Mandatory 
Fees 


Room 


Board . 


Tuition 
% Fees 


Room T 
Board 








ALL INSTITUTIONS 








.. 0 


. 2. 


9 


57 .'7 


31.5 


6.2 


. 15.9 


5.3 


1-20 


23. 


0 


11.6 


8.3 


3.6 


, 0 


. .6 


21-40 


.. 54. 


8 ' 
> 


'19.9 


18.3 


■ 12.8 


76.2 . 


. 11. f 


'41-60 


14. 


8 . 


.8.7 


15.2 


11.9 


8.0 ' 


1.2 


61-80 




.0. 


1.1 


3.9 


3.6 


0 


" ♦ 26.9- 


81-100 


• 1, 


.6 


1.0 


22.8 


61.8 


. 0 


'" ' 55.0 


■ Total . 


100 


.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


.'lon.o 


100.0 



_(N=2 ,346)_ _ CN=2^029i _ iN=1^608X _ iN=lx455i 

PUBLIC INSTITUTIONS 



_(N=15r) (N=i7r)_ 



0 ♦ 


2.0 


55.9 


22.6 


7.3 


* 4.0 


7.1 


1-20 


37.1 


16.4 


3.8 


3.4 


0 


1.2 


21-40 


56.7 


24. L 


17.0 


11.2 

. 5.5^' 


92.0 


4.7 


41-60. 


, 3.3' • 


3.1 


13.8 


4.0 


2.4 


*61-80 


.2 


.2 


■ 5.4 


3.0 


0 


27.1 


81-100 




.3 


^ 37.4 


69.6 


0 


57.6 


Total 


100.0 
(N=l,107) 

* 


100.0 

(N=943) 

PRIVATE 


100.0 
(N=478) 

INSTITUTIONS 


100.0 
(N=438) 


100.0 

(N=25) 


100.0 

(N=851 




." ^*^10.4 


59.3 
7.4 


35.2 
10.3 


5.8- 
3.6 


18.2 
0 


3.5 

0. 


21-40 


: 53.0/ 


16.3 


18.8' 


13.6 


' 73.0 


17.4 


( 41*'60' 


• 25,1-. 


13.5 


15.8 


■ 14.6 


8.7 


1 

0. 




V "5.4\ 

> 2;4 - 


1.9 
1.6 * 


3.3 ' 
16.6 


* 3.8 
58.5 


0 
0 


26.7 
52.3 


••Tptal ■ ' / 


c i6o:o 

. (N-l.,'239) 


• 100.0 
(N=l,086) 


100.0 
(N=l'l30) 


100.0 
(N=l,017) 


100.0 

(N=126) 


100.0 

(N=.86) 



Obtained, iividing the. last week a refynd is. available by the number of 
fallt'ferm.. 



weeks in the 



ERIC 



f 



\ 
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Table 14 - , . . 

Percentage Distribution of Institutions by the Percentage into the Term That a 
Refund is Available and the Type of Charge: Public Institutions " , 



Percentage into 
the Term* 


Tuition , 


Mandatory 
' Fee's 


Room 


Board 


Tuition 
§ Fees 


ROOTI § 

"Board 






PUBLIC UNIVERSITIES 








.• 0 . 


0 


22.6 


15.6 


5.5 


0 ^ 


19.2 


1-20 


18.7 


15.5 


3.9 


1.4 ■ 


0 


3.8 


21-40 


68.1 


46.4 


15.6 


9.6 


100.0 


15.4 


41-60 '. 


9.9 


11.9 


14.3 


2.7 


• 0,' 


0 


61-80 


"2.2 


2.4 ~ ■ 


7.8 


8.2 


0 


• 7.7 


81-100 


^ .1.1 


1.2 


42.8 


72.6 


0 


5^3.8 , 


Total 


100 0* * 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


loo.o 




XN=91) 


(N=84X 


(N=771" 


(N=731 . 


iN=51 


(N=26i 






PUBLIC FOUR- YEAR COLLEGES 






0 - 


' ^1.8 


30.4 


21^9 " 


6'.9 


6.7 


3.3. . 


1-20 


23.9* . 


17.8 




.6.0 




0 


21-40 ' 


67.2 


46.2 


■20.7 


1.0.8 


86.7 


0 


41-60 


V 7a1 


„ 5.7 


17.1 


9.5 


6'. 7' 


6.7 


61-80 • 


0 


0 


3.2 


3.0 


0 


3Q.0 


81-100 


0 


0 


31.1 


63.8 . 


0 


60.0 


Total • 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 . 


100.0 




XN=2841 


(N^247) 


(N=25r) 


(N=232) 


(N=151 


(N=3pl 






PUBLIC TWO-YEAR COLLEGES 






0 


2.3 


7Q.8 


,27.3 


9.0 




0 ■ 


1-20 


44.5 


16.0 , 


0 


0 ' 


t) 


0 


21-40 


51.2 , 


12.1 


11.3 


12.8 


100.0 


0 ( 


41-60 




.8 


• 8.0 


0 


0 


* 

0 


61-80 


0 


0 


8.0 


0 


0 


41.4 


81-100 


1.0 ' 

jr 


.3 


45.3 


78.2 ^ 


0 


58,6 


Total 


100.0 


100.0 ' 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 




(N=732) 


(N=612) 


(N-15«) 


(N=133) 


(N=5) 


(N=29) 



_ — . , — ^ " ^ 

Obtained by dividing the last week a refund is available by the number of weeks in the 



fall term. 

33' 



Table 15 . . ■ • . 

^Percentage Distribution of Institutions by the Percentage into the term That 
a Refund is Available and the Type of Charge:' Private Institutions 





Fercentage into 
the Tern* 


* 

Tuition 


Mandatory 
Fees 


ROfimi** ^ 


Board 


Tuition 
d, Fees 


Room, 
Board" 






PRIVATE UNIVERSITIES 








0 


1.7 


53.2 


30.8 


6.0 


- 


0 


^1-20 


15.0 


. 14.9 


9.6 


/o 




0 


21-40 


■ 55.0 


21.3 


19.2 


8.0 


- 


45.4 


41-6a 


23.3 


4.3 


11.5 


8.0 


- 


•0 


61-80 


1.7 


0 


■ 5.8 


6.0 


- 


■ 0 ' 


81-100 ^ 

1 


3.3 


6.4 ' 


23.1 


72.0- 


- 


54.5 


■ Total 


100.0 

iN=60) 


100.0 

(N=47X - 


100 ;0 
(N=52) 


100.0 • 
(>I=50i 


• (N=**) 


100.0 
(N=lli 






PRIVATE FOUR- YEAR COLLEGES 






-.0 

* * 


4.5, 


63.0 


36.4 .V 


6.9 


9/1 7 
Z4 . / 


A Q 


* 1 9n 
1- ZU 


Q 


6.8 


10. 8y; 


2.8 


0 


0 


♦* 

91 yl n 
Z1-4U 


DO. / 


14.4 


^ 14.8 


11.3 


64 5 


16.4 




ZD • 0 


13.4 


19.3 


14.4 


10.8 • 


* 0 


AT on 


3.9 


2.4 


3.8 


4.4 


n 


37.7 


81-lUU 


U 


0 


. 14.8 


60.2 


n 


41.0 


Total^ 


100.0 

(N=969) 


100.0 
(N=87;L') 


100. 0 

CN=896) 


100.0 
(N=813) 


inn n 
(N=93) 


100 0 
(N=61) 






* PRIVATE TWO-YEAR COLLEGES 






0 


a. 


41.7 


30.8 


• 0 


0 




1-20 


13.3 


8.3 


7.7 


9'.1 


0 




21-40 


40.0 


25.0'" 


38.5 


27.3 


100.0 




41-60 


20.0 
'^3.3 


16.7 


0 


18.2 




61-80 


0 H 


0 


0 


0 




' 81-100 


13.3 


8.3 ' 


23.1 • 


45.4' 


0 




Total ^ 


100.0 
(N=210) 


100.0 
(N=168) 


"100.0 
(N=182) 


100.0 
(N=154) 


100.0 

(N=28) 


(N=**) 



^Obtained by dividing the Idst week pa refund is available by the nuhiber of weeks in the 
fall term. ^ , 



Level of response too iSW for detail to be shown. 
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• • Table 16 

Mean Percentage of Tuition Refunded During the Last Period of the Term lVhen 
a Refund is Available, fall 1978, by Control and Type of Institution - 



rerioQ Ox rne^ lenu 


Number of 
' Institutions 


Mean % 
Refund 


Number of 
Institutions 


Mean % 
-Refund 


Number of 
Institutions 


Mean % 
Refund 


^i^^.^- — 

Firyt quintile 


■ • Total 




Public 


Private 




514 - 


57' 


- 363 , 


59 


151 


53 


Second quintile 


1,281. 


32 


641 


36 


640 J 


11 


Third quintile 


440 


20 


91 


24 


349 


18 


Fourth quintile 


A 

. - ys 


20 


4 


17 


69 


20 


Last quintile 


38 


4 


, ' 8 ' 


11 


30 


2 




Public Universities 


Public Four -Year 


*Public Two -Year * 


First qunitile 


15 


'87 


55 


50 


293 


60 


Second quintile 


58 


34 . 


199 


36 


384 


36 . 


Third quintile 


15 


37 


28^ 


23 


48 


21 


Fourth quint i]k ^ 


2 


15 


2 


20 


0 




Lasit c(uintile 


1 


14 


0 




7 


11 




Private Universities 


Private Four -Year 


Private Two -Year 


First quintile ' 


8 


72 


129 


50" 


14 


70 


Second quintile 


31 


30 


. 511 


. 26 


• 98 


35 


Third quint ije 


16 


31 


291 


18 


42 


18 


Fourth quintile 


3 


8 


38 


22 




19 


-Last quintile 


2 


17 


0 




28 


1 



o 

FRIC 



3.1 



Tuition Policy Review, by Control of Institution 
(In- Percentages) 



T— . • ■ 


All 


Public 


Private 


• 


Institutions 


Institutions 


Institutions 


Item 


CN=2,702) 


(N=l,265) 


fN=l',437) 


— ' — ' — • — -' « — 

Time of Most Recent Policy Review 


1 




-^-J-^ ^ • 


Less than one year ago 


37.4 


Ok) • X 




Al" 1p?j«;1" nnp I hill" Ipss l^bjin 1"hTPP 








years ago 


32. 1 


33.5 


30.9 


At least three but less than five 








years ago \ 


8;;2 


8.2 


8.3 


Five or more years ago 


22.2 . 


28.2 


16.9 


Total i 

1 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


4 

IndividuajL with Primary Responsibility 








For Tuixion Refund Policy 
bor miTion^Ketuna t-oiicy 








President ' • v 




17.0 


38.8 


Governing board 


:y''^ 40.5 


52.6 . 


29.8 


,Accreaiting Dociy 


u 


n 






7.0 


14.9 


0 


President nv poveminp hoard and 








n1"hpT<; 

W H IC J. D 


14.0 ' 


5.9 


21. 0' 


'** Afftnini «;1"Ta1"'i VP civ finanrial "nPT^mrn^l 


9.4 ( 


8.4 


10.3 


nthpr 


.5 ' 


1.1 


0 


Total 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 • 


> * 

Persons Participating in Policy Review 






( 


students 


10.0 


12.2 


. 8.0 


Faculty 


17.9 


17.9 


17.8 


President 


69.0 


62.0 


75.1 


Governing board 


59.6 


70.6 


.49.9 


Accrediting body 


2.8 . 


3.4 ■ 


2.3 


State or local government 


10.4 


20.8 


1.3 


Other /administrative personnel 


.27.1 


19.4 


' 33.9 


Other, financial personnel 


21.2 


12.2 . 


29.1 



Note: On this and subsequent tables, subtotals may not add exactly to their corresponding 
totals due to wej.ghting and rounding.. 



. Table 18 



Tuition Policy Review, by Type and Control of Institution 

(In Percentages) 



Public > 
Four-Yea^ ^ jwo-Year 



Item 



" ; ' Private ^ 

' Four-Year Two -Year 

Universities College^" "- Colleges Universities Colleges Colleges 

rN°llll CN-.568) (N=-7860 " (N°71) . ^,120) (N=246) 



iiino 01 ^K)SL Kccenr policy Kevxew 




• 




•.V 


* * 


V ■ 


Less than one year ago 


29.5 


^ 26.^ ' 


31.9 


27.7 


44.1 


47.1, 


At least one but less* than 












1 


five years ago <^ 


30.5 


36.0 


32,8 • 


29.2' 


30.1 


^5.3 


At least three but less * , 








(. ■ 






Liicui live yedxs <igu 


7 f\ 


Q n 


7 8 


15.4 


9.7 


0 


Five or more years ago 


'^'32. 4 ' 


28.4 . 


27.5 


27.7 


16.1 * 


17.6 


Total • ; 


lOU.O ' 


100.0 


iUU • U, 


1 nn n 


1 nn n 


1 on 0 


Individual With Primary Responsibility 






• « 








Fir Tuition Refund Policy 














Ifresixlent ' 


13.3 C 


15.8 


18.1 / 


46.2 


39.1 


/ 35.3 


Governing board 


63.8 


- ^7-;9 


48.6 


18.5 


30.6 


29.4 


Accrediting body / 


• '0 


0 


■ 0 . ' 


'0 . 

^ 


,^ 0 


0 


State or local government ' 


, 9.5 


XI. 5. 


17.3.. 




0 


0 ^ 


President or governing board and 


N 




♦ 






17.6 


others ^ 

'Administrative or financial personnel 
Other 1- 
TotaJ. / 


10.5 


' 4.8:. 


5.8^ 


24.6 ^ 


. -^21.6 


2.9 

0 


9.8 . 
0 * 


8.5 

1.8 . 


10.8 

^'0 


8*. 7 

; 0 


. 17.6 

. 0 


100.0 


100.0. 


IPO.O 


loa.o •» 


100.0 


100,0 


persons Participating in Policy ReV'iew 


1 













Students ' - 
Faculty- 
President , 
Governing board ' 
AccreditingJbody 
State or local government 
Other, administrative personnel 
Other, financial personnel 



^ 37 




1<3.3 ' 


. >8.7 . 


13! 6 


, 13.8 


. 9.4 


0 


18.1 . 
,'59.1 
^71.4 


■ 7.3 : 


^"22. .8 


. 16.9 


20.5 


5.9 


59.0 • 


' 65.,8 


76.9 


76.0 . 


70.6 




% 67.9' 


. 33:8 > 


47.6 


. 64.7 


1.0 


.9 


> 4.9 ^ 


' , . .1.5- 


2.9 


; 0 


14.3 


\ 19.3 ; 


y • 22.-^5.- ; 


» \3.1 


.2 


■ 5.9 


23.8 


10.8- 


22.8 - 


. \ 32.3 


33,^8 


35.3 


17.1 


21,6 


. 7.1\ 


33.8 


30,0 


^--23,5 













7.;; 



35 



Table 19 



Methods of Comnunicating Tuition' Refund Policies and Procedures^ 

by Control of Institution 
(In Peitentages) 



Methods 



• MI 

Institutions 
(N='2,702) 



Public 
Institutions 
CN=1.265) 



Private 
Institutions 
CN«1.457) 



Tuition refund. policy 

None available 

Available upon request 

Stated in catalog 

Notification prior to 
registration by method 
other than catalog 

Notification upon 
registration by method 
other than catalog 

Tuition refund procedure 

None available f 

Available upon request 

Stated in catalog 

\ Notification prior to 

registration by method 
jother than catalog 

Notification upon 

registration by method 
other than catalog 

Notification at;-, time 
of withdrawalr 



.2 
31.4 
96.4 



25.8 



25.6 



1.2 
39.5 
8'2.8 



19.9 

21.7 
49.5 



.4 

35.2. 
96.1 



34.0 



34.6 



.4 

45.2 
86.3 



26.3 

♦ 29.1 
59.9 



0 

.28.1 
96.7 



18.6 



C 17.8 



2.0 
32.7 
79.8 



14.3 

15.2 
40.4 



3.9 



Table 20 

Methods of Communicating Tuition Refund Policies and Procedures, 
by Type and Control of Institution 
/ (In Percentages)- 







Public 






. Private.. 








Eour-Year 


Two -Year 




rour.-^xcar 


iwo~ iGar 


Methods 


Universities 


njol leges, 


Colleges 


Universities 


Colleges 


Loiieges 


(N=lll) 


CN=368) 


(N=786) 


#J=71) 


CN=1.120) 


(^=246) 


Tuition refund policy 




* 










None available 


0 


0 


.7 


0 


0 


>0 


Available upon request 


46.7 


43.0 


30.0 


30.8 . 


27.7 


29 ..4 • 


Stated in catalog 


•" 91.4 


92.8 


98.3 


96.9 


95.9 • 


100.0 


Notification prior to 














^ registration by 












> 


method other than , 














catalog 


36.2 


.. 33.4 


34.0 


29,2 


14.2 . 


35.3 . 


Notification upon 










% 




registration by 














method other than 














catalog 


42.9 1 


27. 4J^ 

. 'V ■ 


36.7 


20.0 


17.6 


17 .6 


Tuition refund procedure 






i 






None available 


0 


■ 0 


.7 • 


1.5 


2.4 ' 


0 


Available upon request 


. ^ 51.4 


51.8 


41.1 


43.1 


32.7 


'29.4 


Stated -in catalog 


81.0 . 


, 77.9 


90.9 


'83.1 


79.1 , 


82.4 


Notification prior to 














registration by 














method other than. 














catalog 


28.6 


27.5 


25.4 


- .23.1 ; ' 


'\ 11.7 


23.5 


Notification upon 














registration by 














method other than 














catalog 


36.2 


23.4 


30.7' 


15.4 


13^3 


23.5 


Notification at time 














of withdrawal 


63.8 


54.0 


62.1 


38.5 


37.7 


52.9^. 



^ 4 V 



>3 



- . * ''Table 21. ^ ' ' 

4 

Operation of-Jiefund Policies, by Institutional ControJ. and Type 














Private 




All 

Institutions Tot^l 
* ' CN=2,702) (N=l,265) 


• Four-Year 
Ur?iver3 i t i es Cpl leges 
(N=I11) (N=368) 


Two -Year 
Colleges 
<N«786) 


Tt)tai 
(N«l;437) 


Four -Year 
, Universities Colleges 
^ 0^=71) ^ (N«l,120) 


Two-Y^ar 
Colleges 
(N=2461 



Nunbeiii^ iir St- time . 
full-^ijne freshmen . 
' ^; enrollej^ll 1978* ^ ^ 


1,624,00J9 , 


1,197,500 


. 304,500 


340,400 


^2,600 


42flf,^0 


^ < 

88,100 


283, 7Q0 


r \ 

54,800 . ' ^ 


^ . • * '* * ^ . * 
Percentage withdrawiij^ ^ 

^before ,en(f of < tepi 

> and eligible- for ^ , 

^y>tij^^vW refund" - ' 


' 6.5" 


7.6 


3.3 


* « 

4.9 


» 

10^8 ■ * 


.2.7* 


• 1.9 


" 2.6 


r 

^ * 

4.0 

t 


Average hwriber of weeks - . 
* , ^tWeen applying for* 
\ told receiving refund 


2.5 


3.2 


3.3. 


3.4 


3.(? 


1.8 


2.4 


. 1.9 


1 

1.4 ' 


o Peroentcumi^^ rtu - 
^ tions'^jl^l^j^jl 
, . procedur^;j^j appealing 
' ^ unfavorable^ refund 
. ' " ^ idecisifbn^ ' ' ' ^ 


• 

- 64 .'6 
?■ * ■ 


r 

i • ' 

t 

.67.7 


* * 

74,1) 


I 

66.7 


' 67.2 


60.7 


70.8 ' 


57.9 


; 70.6 \ 



•Estimaifea from National Center for Education Statistics, Higter Education General Information Survey, 1978 Opening Fall 
Enrollment* . ^ / J" . . ' ' . ' ■ - 4^ 
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APPENDl)[ A; Survey Instmment 
American Council on Education 

ONK DUPONT CmCLC 
WASHINGTON. O. C. 20036 



HIOHi^n EDUCATION PANA^' 
. (tot) •»$-47i7 



I 



February 2, 1979 



Dear. Higher Education Panel Representative: 

Enclosed is the forty-sixth survey of the Higher Education Panel, "Survey 
of Reftmd Policies", sponsored by the U.S. Office of Education • The question- 
naire seeks informatioff^about policies related to refunding tuition and fees 
of entering freshmen students wh<* terminate the^ir studies prior to .completion 
of the term» 

At present tllere is a scarcity of data about extent and nature of 
institutional refund policies and their degree of flexibility. In order to 
asse^ft^he extent of self-regulation in this area, information on a broad level 
is needed, ^ 

We learned through a recent field test of this study that registrars and 
busittess officers would^J^e best able to Respond to this quest ic^imai re* As ft 
usual, ^1^owever, V.e leave that judgment to you. 

Please understand that responses for your )institution will be held in 
strictest confidence. As with all our surveys, the data you provide will be 
reported in summary fashion only and will not be identifiable with your Institu- 
tion* This suryey is authorized by the National Sciejice/ Foundation Act 0^1950, 
a&i amended. While you are not rifluired to respond, yow^ cooperation is needed 
to make the results comprehensive j reliable, >wand timely. 

% 

Please return the completed questionnaire to us by February 19, 1979. A 
prepaid retuttt envelope has been enclosed for your convenience. If you have any 
problems or questions; please do not hesitate to telephone us collect at 202-' 
833-A757. 

Thank you for your continuing cooperation. 




Frank 
Panel Director 
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DEFINITIONS 



' * 0MB No. 099-R026< 

American Council on Education' ^^'^ ' . > 

Higher Educatio^ Panel^Survey No. 4&: ' . ^ 

Survey of Refund Policies 



I- 

"Entaring itudenti" refsri to 1 . How is tuition refund policy communica»ed to entering frfishmen students? (Check all that apply.) 

fIrit-timB, full-time freshmen. \i , a , c a ,■ ' 

r No Student refund policy , * 



4 — ^, Policy available upon request 

J Policy stated iri catalog ,^ • 

t Student notified of policy prior to registration by method other than datalog 

— — Student notified of policy upon registration by method other than catalog " 



2. How are the students or their parents informed of the procedure to obtain a tuition refund? 
(Check all that apply.) • • 

No standard procedure to obtain refund , \ • 

— I Proceilure available to student or parent upon request 

Procedure stated in catalog 

Student notified of procedure prior to registration by method other than catalog 

Student notified of procedure uponiegistration by method other than catalog 

Student notified of procedure at time of withdrawal , 



If the length of the fall term 
varies, u^e the predominant 
undergraduate program. 



3. What is the length of your fall term for your undergraduates? 



weeks 



4. Complete the following chart for a-first-tinic, full-time freshman student entering Fall 1978. 

F4rc«nt«gf R«f und Last W0«k 

Parctntage RaVund During tha Latt Parcantaga Rif und During Which 

Af tar First Day Day of tha Sacond During Latt Waak Rafund 
Fall Tarm Charga of tha farm 



Waak of Clattat Rafund it Availabia It Availabia 

% 



"Mandatory feet" fdr entering 
students include matriculation 
fees in eddition to other one* 
tarm charges. 

If thf/b are different room and 
boar^ charges, report the pre- 
dominant or average option. 



Tuition 



All 'mandatory 
fees $ 



Room 
Board 



-% 



4 



-% 
-% 
-% 



-% 



. wk. 

. wk. 
, wk. 
. wk. 



If your charges are not structured in the above manner, please 
provide below the combinations of charges and the percentage 
refundable. 



S, How many first-tipic, full-time freshmen were enrolled at 
your institution during ^978? 



How many of the above freshmeji are due (or have already 
received) tuition refunds because of withdrawing before the 
end of the Fall term? : 

(Please provide your best estimate if actual numbers are not 
available.) 



6. On the average, how long is Jhe period between application 
for a rcimid and the actual refund? ^ 
j> weeks * 



7'. Currently, who participates iti reviewing or updating your 
institution's tuition refund policy? 
(Check all that apply, ) 



Studenjts 
Faculty 

President or chief officer 
Governing board 
Accrediting body 
State Qr locaf government 
Other (specify: ; 



8. Currently, who has primary responsibility for revising oi 
setting tuition refund policy or approving policy modifica* 
tions? ' (Check ONLY ONE.) 

President or (Jhief officer * 



Governing boards 
Accrediting b6dy 
State or local government 
Other (specify: 



9. When was your institution's tuition refund policy last up 
for review? 



Less than one year ago 

At least one but less than three years ago 

At least three but less than five years ago 



Five or more years ago 



10, Does your institution have an established procedure 
whereby a student may appeal an unfavorable refund 
decision? > 



Yes 



No 



/ 



(Please forward copies of any studies on the cost of withdrawals at your institution.) 



/ 



Thank you for your cooperation. ~ 

Please return this form by February 19, 1979 to: 

Higlie.r Education Panel 
American Council on Education 
One Dupont Circle, N.W. » 
, Washington, D.C. 20036 ^ 



^7 T 

Please keep a copy of this survey for your records. 
Person completing form 



Name- 
Dcpt.- 



Phone 



/ 



If you iiave any questions or problems, please call the HEP staff collect at (20/2) S33 4757. 



V 
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APPENDIX B: Response Analysis and Stratification ^Design 



i cm 



Above-average response rates we5*e recorded for institutions enrolling 5,000 
or more PTE undergraduates (98 percent), for colleges and universities located in 
the western states (98 percent) , and public universities (96 percent) . 



Table B-1: tCanparison of Respondents and Nonrespondents 

• (In Percentages) 



Respondents T^onrespondents ^ Response 



Characteristic 



(N=580) 



(N^56) 



Rate 



Total 


100.0 


100.0 


: 91.2 


• 

Control 






- 


Public 


67.2 


55.4 


92.6 


Private 


32.8 


44.6 


«88.4 


Census region 








East . , 


27.1 


36.0 


89.6 


^ Midwest 


28.1 


18.0 


94.7 


South 


31.2 


42.0 


89.5 


West 


13.6 


4.0 


97.5 


Undergraduate FTE 




\ 

\ 




enrollment 




\ 




1000 .or less^ 


19.3 


\ 25.0 


88.9 


1,001 - 4,999 


' 37.8 


\ 66.1 


85. S 


5,000 - 9,999 


24.5 


^ ^ 5.4 


97.9 


10, 000. or more 


18.4' 


3:6 


98.2 






* 


C 


Type 








Public university 


18.1 


7.1 


,96.3 


Public four;cyear 








college i 


26.4 


23.2 


92.2 


Public twa*Vear 








college 


22.8 


* 25.0 


90.4 


Private university 


10.7 


12.5 


89.9 


Private four-year 








college 


19.3 


28.6 


87.5 


Private two-year 








college 


2.8 


3.6 


^ 88.9 
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The data from each resportding institution* were statistically adjusted to 
represifent thfe population of colleges and universities tliat |nroll undergraduates ^and 
that itharged more' than $100 for in-state tuition an^ fees during fall 1978. The ^ 
'following is the stratification design used to compute the weights. 



Table B-2: Stratification Design 



Description 



1 Public universities 

2 Private universities 

3 Public black four-year colleges (FTE > 3,000) 

4 Public nonblack four- year colleges (FTE > 8,750) 

5 Private nonblack four-year colleges (FTE > 8,750) 

6 Public two-year colleges (FTE > 8,750) 

7 Public four-year colleges (FTE 3,700-8,750) 

8 Public four-year colleges (FTE < 3,700) 

9 Private- four -year colleges (FTE 2,000-8,730) 

10 Private four-year colleges (FTE 1,000-2,000) 

11 Private four-year colleges (FTE < 1,000) 

12 Public two-year colleges (FTE 5,100-8,750) 

13 Public two-year colleges (FTE 3,260-5,100) 

14 Public two-year colleges (FTE 1,600-3,260) 

15 Public two-year colleges, (FTE < 1,600) 

16 Private two-year colleges 



Population 


Respondents 


(N=2,702) 


(N=580) 


111 


105 


71 


62 


13 


>> 9 


99 


7-6 


13 


9 


18 


15 


75 


36 


181 


' 32 


133 


34 


271 


37 


703 


32 


31 


17 . 


74 


28 


168 


■ 31 


495 


41 


246 


16 



i - \ 
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Appendix,C; Reli^bilj-ty of Survey Estimates 



Since the statistics presented in this report are based on a samle, they 

will differ somewhat from the figures which would hav^ been obtain^ ik a complete 

^ . / 

census ha4 been taken using the same survey instrument, instructions, and pro- 

cedures. As in any survey, the results are also subject to reporting and pro- 
cessing errors and errors due to nonresponse. To tlie' extent possible, these types 

' \ 

Of 0rror§ were kept to a minimum by methods built :^nto the survey procedures! 

The" standard error is primarily a measure of sampling variability; that Is, 
the variationsythat might occur by chance because only a sample of the institutions 
is surveyed. The chances are about 68 out of 100 that an estij|nare from- the sample 
would differ from a complete ceiAus by less than/ the standard error. The chances 
are about 90 outSsOf 100 that the difference would be less than 1.65 times the sta^ji- 
dard error; about W out of 100 that the differejice would be less tharf 1.96 times 
the standard error; and abouts99 out o£ 100 th^t it would be less than 2,5 tijnes a5 

large. Thus, knowing ^the standard error permits us to specify a range within which 

I ^ 

we can have a stated confidence that a given p^rcfentage would lie if a complete census, 
rather than a sample survey, had beeji conducted. / > 

The following table shows 90 percent confidence intervals of the estimated meat^ 
refund policies at all, public, and private institutions. 
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Table C-1: Ninety Percent Confidence Intervals^ of the Mean Refund Policies 
for First-Time Full-Time Freshmen, Fall 1978, by Institutional Control 





• 


19/8/ 




Percentage 


Percentage- 




t" 


Number of 


Percentage 


Refund TXiring 


Refund During 


Percentage 




Institutions 


Fall 


Refund After 


Last Day of 


Last Week 


into Term' • 


♦ * 


with 


T^rm 


First Day 


Second Week v 


Refund is 


Refuna is 


Item 


Charge 


Charge 


of Term 


of Classes 


) Available * 


Available^ 








ALL INSTITUTIONS 






Tuition 




34 » 


. 1.2f. 


1.1 , 


5.1 . 


2.6 ' 


Mandatory Fees 


78 


10 


■ 12.3 


9.2 ~ 


5.4 


3.1 


Room 


162 


18 


2.7 


2.5 


1.6 - 


. .8 


Board 


204 


75 


9.3 


7.2 


1-.3 


. 8.2 . 


•Tuition ^ Fees ^" 




292 


16.6 


16.5 ' 


3.2 


2.2 


Room Board^' 


.47 


168 


7.3 


.9* 


3.7 


4.5 




- 




■PUBLIC INSTITUTIONS 




• 


Tuition 


18 


12 


4.6 


• 3.4 


2.3 


1.2 


Maindatory Fees 


74 


6 


4.6 - 


^—5.0 




- 1.5 


Room 


51 


24 


11.6 


9,3 


5.3 


8.9 














.Board 


36 


20 


6.5 ^ 


5.1 


2.3 


3.3 


111 i t ion and Fees 


8 


' 43 ' 


6.2 


„ . 6.6 


• 5.7 


5.8 


Room ajid Board 


14 


141 


8.8 


6.8 


2.9 


5.4 








PRIVATE INSTITLTriGNS 






Tuition 


61 


65 


1.6 


1.3 


6.0 , , 


5.1 


Mandatory Fees 


27 


18 


, ■ 20.5 


15.2 f 


9.0 


. 5.7 . 


Room • 


153 


25 


.8 


1.6 


.6 


3.4 


Board 


199 


111 


12.3 


9.2 


> 1.9 


11.0 


IXiition f, Fees 


69 


357 


17.2 


17.1 


3.2 


5.0 


Room 5 Board 


45 


337 


11.9 


2.6 


6.8 


12.6 



Expressed as + or 
b . . ♦ 

Obtained by diyidjyig last week refund is available by length of fall term. 
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